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the murder of priests, the rape of nuns (sup-
porters of the RSS, the parent organization of
the ruling BJP described these murders as
‘‘patriotic’’), attacks on prayer halls, and at-
tacks on Christian schools. Reports indicate
that over 200,000 Christians have been killed
by the Indian government since 1947.

Mr. Speaker, America should not support
this military provocation and human-rights
abuse. We should stop all our aid to India until
the human rights violations have ceased. We
should also support the fundamental right of
all peoples to self-determination. Whether it is
the Sikhs of Khalistan, the Kashmiris in Indian-
occupied Kashmir, or the people of Nagalim,
all peoples and all nations should have the
right to govern themselves. States which rule
through the force of violence are destined to
collapse. In the case of India, it is better that
this happens peacefully like the Soviet break-
up. We do not want another Yugoslavia in
South Asia. And when all the people and na-
tions of South Asia have achieved freedom,
our help will bring us new allies in that trou-
bled region.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to place the
Agence France Presse article into the RECORD
for the information of my colleagues.

[From the Agence France Presse, June 6,
2001]

INDIAN EXPERT WELCOMES RUSSIA’S ANTI-
MISSILE OFFER

NEW DELHI, June 6 (AFP).—Russia’s offer
to develop a national missile defence system
for India is a ‘‘desirable development’’, an In-
dian defence expert said Wednesday.

‘‘India should definitely says, ‘We would
like more details’ It is a very desirable de-
velopment,’’ Institute of Defence Studies and
Analysis deputy director Uday Bhaskar told
AFP.

‘‘This gives a sense of the direction that
Indo-Russian strategic cooperation is likely
to take,’’ he added.

Russian Deputy Prime Minister Ilya
Klebanov, who is holding talks with Indian
Foreign Minister Jaswant Singh in Moscow,
unexpectedly announced Wednesday that
Russia would shortly make a full proposal on
the system. Indian defence ministry officials
in New Delhi declined to comment.

‘‘The political intent now to pursue
defence or even missile defences of deter-
rence is now becoming more palpable and
evident,’’ Bhaskar said.

U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Richard
Armitage visited India last month to talk to
leaders about the U.S. plan to build a missile
defence shield, which India has partially sup-
ported.

Moscow has traditionally enjoyed warm
ties with India, which is currently engaged
in a nuclear arms race with arch-rival Paki-
stan.

However, Russia has expressed concern
about India’s initial warm response to the
U.S. missile defense shield.

Bhaskar said India was correct to hold dis-
cussions with other world powers on the
issue. ‘‘If India is talking to the Americans,
then they should also talk to the others,’’
Bhaskar said. Klebanov also said India and
Russia would cooperate on the development
‘‘of the latest type of submarine’’. The two
sides also agreed to jointly develop an II-214
military cargo plane.
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Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to bring to
the attention of the House two articles relating
to involvement in charitable giving by South
Carolinians. The first article, from the May/
June 2001 issue of Columbia Metropolitan
Magazine, is entitled, ‘Gracious Giving—South
Carolina is High on the ‘Generosity Index‘.’
This article focuses on the results of a recently
published national survey by the National Cen-
ter for Charitable Statistics, of the Urban Insti-
tute, which found that South Carolina is
ranked 37th nationally in adjusted gross in-
come, yet, it is ‘‘10th among all states in gen-
erosity to charitable organizations.’’ The article
contains a photograph, which was taken of
Reverend Brad Smith and members of the
congregation of Spring Valley Presbyterian
Church, in Columbia, South Carolina, as dona-
tions were being collected, at the doors of the
Church, for the Souper Bowl of Caring. Rev-
erend Smith is the founder of the Souper Bowl
of Caring, which raised $4 million through
15,000 congregations on Super Bowl Sunday,
this year. The second article,which I am incor-
porating in my remarks, is from the Winter
1998–99 issue of Sandlapper Magazine, and it
is entitled, ‘‘From One Small Seed—A Super
Bowl Sunday Charity Started by Columbia
Youth Quickly Went National.’’ This article pro-
vides an interesting account of the develop-
ment of the Souper Bowl of Caring, from the
initial effort in Columbia, South Carolina, in
1990, through its growth to all fifty States, as
well as Puerto Rico and Canada, today. Dur-
ing the past eleven years, the Souper Bowl of
Caring has raised $14 million for the benefit of
needy persons.

Mr. Speaker, as the Congress and the Bush
Administration address initiatives concerning
the efforts of religious groups to improve the
lives of those who are in need, I believe that
the following articles should serve to inspire
each of us. At this point, I am pleased to in-
clude the previously referenced articles for the
attention of the house.

[From Columbia Metropolitan Magazine,
May/June 2001]

GRACIOUS GIVING—SOUTH CAROLINA IS HIGH
ON THE ‘‘GENEROSITY INDEX’’

(By Reba Hull Campbell)
South Carolinians are a generous lot, ac-

cording to a national study that compares
charitable giving by individuals in all 50
states. The Urban Institute’s National Cen-
ter for Charitable Statistics ranks South
Carolina 10th among all states in comparing
charitable giving to adjusted gross income.

The Institute’s ‘‘Generosity Index’’ puts
South Carolina in the top 10 most giving
states, along with fellow Bible Belt states of
Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, Tennessee
and Alabama. Others in the top 10 include
Utah, Oklahoma, South Dakota and North
Dakota. Northeastern states of New Jersey,
New Hampshire and Massachusetts fell at
the bottom of the list.

According to the study, South Carolina
falls 37th nationally in adjusted average
gross income, but ranks 10th among all
states in generosity to charitable organiza-
tions. The study was based on each state’s

average adjusted gross income compared to
average itemized charitable deductions.

The average charitable contribution by
South Carolinians is $3,469. That’s compared
to Mississippi ranked 49th in adjusted gross
income, at $4,070 and Massachusetts, ranked
number four in income, with just $2,645 in
average contributions. In a state as small,
rural and, in many areas, poor, as South
Carolina, it’s logical to pose the question of
why its citizens have such a high giving av-
erage when they have less to give than indi-
viduals in many wealthier states.

As reflected in its previous studies on char-
itable giving, the Urban Institute says in-
come level doesn’t necessarily parallel chari-
table giving. Leaders in several Midlands are
non-profit organizations agree, saying that
while good economic times do encourage in-
creased giving, South Carolinians have con-
sistently shown their inclination to be cog-
nizant of the needs of others and support
charitable giving through religious and
human service organizations. The Urban In-
stitute found that over half the funds raised
for the more than 2,000 registered charitable
groups in South Carolina go to health and
human service or religious organizations, re-
flecting South Carolina citizens’ willingness
to help their neighbors in need.

The survey found that Bible Belt states,
plus Utah, were the most generous in their
giving habits. These states are home to
strong populations of evangelical Christians
and Mormons, both of whom tend to tithe at
higher levels. Northern states, which rank
lower on the giving scale, are home to more
Catholics, who Urban Institute experts say
tend to give at lower levels.

Strong religious roots in South Carolina
definitely influence giving habits, says Mac
Bennett, executive director of the Central
Carolina Community Foundation. ‘‘We are
part of the Bible Belt and a significant
amount of the giving is to religious organiza-
tions. Also, I think religious influences teach
stewardship and a sensitivity to those with
special needs that are not met by govern-
ment.’’

Erin Hardwick, executive director of the
South Carolina Association of Non-profit Or-
ganizations, agrees. ‘‘A correlation exists be-
tween involvement in religious organizations
and the level of giving. Of all charitable con-
tributions, more than 60 percent go to reli-
gious organizations.’’

A study by The Independent Sector, a na-
tional organization supporting research and
excellence for non-profits, reinforces this
strong relationship tying religious involve-
ment to charitable giving. Nationally, the
average donation to religious organizations
increased in current dollars from $686 in 1995
to $1,002 in 1998.

Mac says the fact that South Carolina falls
high on the ‘‘generosity index’’ is not a sur-
prise. ‘‘I think philanthropy in our state is
founded on this simple sense of responsi-
bility to help other people, whether it’s vol-
unteering, sharing a meal or donating finan-
cial resources. There is a concern for human
kind—philo, the Latin root, translates to
‘‘for the love of man.’’

Joan Fail, executive director of Commu-
nities in Schools in Columbia, agrees and
makes similar observations about local giv-
ing trends from her experiences at CIS and
previously with the Nurturing Center. ‘‘I’ve
seen very strong support from individual giv-
ing in the 11 years I’ve been in the non-profit
sector. Whether it’s a good economy or bad,
South Carolinians are just giving people.’’

Erin believes South Carolina’s recent
strong charitable giving record can be attrib-
uted to two factors—a strong economy and
the fact that people give to causes close to
their communities and families.

‘‘A strong economy, including a decline in
unemployment, leads to increased household
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giving. The level of giving is affected by a
person’s concern about the future, and the
strong economy has reduced anxiety about
the future,’’ Erin says.

She points to the Independent Sector
study, noting that people do tend to give
more as their financial security increases.
The decision to give is often influenced by
whether individuals have sufficient dispos-
able income. On a national level, this report
indicates an increase in the percentage of re-
spondents who reported giving a larger
amount, up to 24 percent in 1999 from 21 per-
cent in 1996.

While good economic conditions do make
for better times in the non-profit sector,
Joan does caution against a giver’s income
level as the sole organizations when identi-
fying potential donors.

‘‘What always surprises me is that I find
those people who have less disposable income
actually give a much higher percentage of
what they have than those who have more,’’
Joan says. ‘‘That has taught me many valu-
able lessons, and I never make an assump-
tion about whether someone may give based
on income. I’ve seen studies that indicate
people actually give more if they pay higher
taxes rather than lower taxes, disputing the
assumption that lower taxes mean increased
disposable income for charitable contribu-
tions.’’

So today, with the apparent plateau of eco-
nomic conditions around the corner, should
non-profits be concerned with declining con-
tributions? Not necessarily. Erin says, ‘‘Peo-
ple give to people. They give to local con-
cerns or causes in which they have some con-
nection. It’s a personal decision.’’

She notes that three factors generally in-
fluence people to give to charitable causes—
being asked by someone, through participa-
tion in an organization or through a family
member or relative. Even in an economic
downturn, these personal factors are un-
likely to change.

[From the Sandlapper magazine, Winter
1998–99]

FROM ONE SMALL SEED . . . . A SUPER BOWL
SUNDAY CHARITY STARTED BY COLUMBIA
YOUTH QUICKLY WENT NATIONAL

(By Margaret N. O’Shea)

The Rev. Brad Smith often thinks of the
tiny seed he tossed into his senior youth
group at Spring Valley Presbyterian Church
in Columbia that winter Sunday nine years
ago, because its phenomenal growth has
changed his life and the lives of countless
others. It was a simple line in a prayer:
‘‘Lord, as we enjoy the Super Bowl football
game, help us to be mindful of those among
us without even a bowl of soup to eat.’’ But
such seeds fall on fertile ground in the gen-
erous South, where people instinctively re-
spond to a neighbor’s need—or a stranger’s—
with casseroles and kindness.

Not even the sower could envision how
that single seed would flourish. But youth in
the church seized the notion and nurtured it.
By the 1990 Super Bowl, they had mobilized
it. By the 1990 Super Bowl, they had mobi-
lized other young people in 22 Columbia-area
churches to collect one dollar each and cans
of food from worshipers as they left to go
home, filling soup kettles with the donations
for local food banks and soup kitchens. They
scored $5,700 and vowed to top it the next
year. They did . . . over and over again. In
time, more than 125 churches in Richland
and Lexington counties were familiar with
the kettles and bowls used to collect dona-
tions, and churches in other states were bor-
rowing the idea. In 1995, what the Spring
Valley youth enthusiastically dubbed ‘‘The
Souper Bowl’’ went national.

With its roots in midland South Carolina,
it is today a charity branching nationwide
and affirming the miracles that can occur
when enough people give just a little. Last
Super Bowl Sunday, it inspired people in all
50 states and Canada to toss $1.7 million into
soup cauldrons at churches and community
centers to help feed the hungry or meet
other needs in their local neighborhoods.
Now, every year while Americans are riveted
on a football game that determines a na-
tional championship, more and more of them
also focus, however briefly, on the Souper
Bowl, which defines a national conscience. It
is a simple way for ordinary people to make
a difference.

The challenge has been to keep simple a
sweeping movement that now has thousands
of volunteers, at least 8,000 local branches,
corporate sponsors and 10 professional foot-
ball teams behind it, and high-tech support
to keep track of donations. All the money re-
mains in the communities where it is col-
lected; local groups choose where to give the
cash and food. Totals are reported to a phone
bank in Columbia or logged on the Internet.

The numbers help participants see more
clearly what their own contributions, how-
ever small, can do when added to others’. ‘‘In
an age when young people are bombarded
with cynicism, it’s important for them to
know that by God’s grace, they can make a
difference in the world,’’ Smith says. ‘‘We
are so divided as a country in so many ways.
Republican and Democrat. Rich and poor.
Black and white. Young and old. The Super
Bowl is a rivalry. But our Souper Bowl tran-
scends differences. It brings diverse people
with different backgrounds, different opin-
ions, different faiths, together for a common
purpose, and together they make a tremen-
dous difference. Just knowing that changes
the way many of our young people choose to
live the rest of their lives.’’

On the Internet—and wherever the Souper
Bowl of Caring, as it’s now called, is dis-
cussed—the football images are tempting.
Youth carry the ball. Donors score. Teams
win. A youth group in Virginia is called for
clipping after challenging their pastor to
shave his beard when their collections reach
a goal. Some churches blitz their commu-
nities with flyers and letters and phone calls.
On the Web site, donated by South Carolina
SuperNet, football icons offer links to a
playbook, coaches’ corner, player profiles,
and a chance to score a touchdown on a hun-
ger quiz. Prior years’ statistics are retired
numbers, of course.

But for Brad Smith, the mustard seed is
the image to remember. He recalls the half
dozen teenagers who showed up after school
to brainstorm about the first Souper Bowl.
Each had friends who attended other church-
es and schools and agreed to call them. One
by one, those churches joined the effort.
Later, as young people went away to college
or moved to other cities, they would in the
same way get their new churches involved in
giving. Each year would bring younger
brothers and sisters of kids who’d been in-
volved earlier on, stuffing envelopes with
press releases for out-of-state newspapers,
making phone calls, manning the phone
bank, distributing posters, holding the caul-
drons.

When the Souper Bowl first began to
spread to other states, it was still through
the word-of-mouth concept. Pennsylvania,
the state that always comes closest to South
Carolina’s contributions and once has even
surpassed us, began participating after a Lu-
theran layman in his 80s heard about the
program while vacationing in Myrtle Beach
and took the idea home.

Laura Bykowski, a Spring Valley volun-
teer who ‘‘retired’’ from a marketing career
to raise a family, has used her child’s nap-

time to ply those marketing skills for the
Souper Bowl. As a result, professional foot-
ball players agreed to make public service
announcements and nearly a dozen teams,
including the Carolina Panthers and Atlanta
Falcons, threw their considerable weight be-
hind the Souper Bowl. National Football
League star Reggie White and Campbell’s
Soup launched a nationwide promotional
campaign, including radio ads, posters and a
press conference in San Diego the Wednesday
before the 1998 big game.

Columbian Jim Antley designed and main-
tains the Web page. Some 30 volunteers help
enter data. Frank Imhoff compiled the data-
base.

But it’s still the energy of youth that
drives the Souper Bowl of Caring. Local tra-
dition is at least one all-night workathon,
where young people gather at the Spring
Valley church social hall to share pizza,
watch a Monty Python movie, stuff enve-
lopes and lick stamps until dawn. And youth
make up the bulk of the volunteers who do
the actual work on Super Bowl Sunday.

Last year, about a thousand churches and
organizations used the Internet to report
their donations, but seven times that num-
ber telephoned on Super Bowl Sunday, call-
ing into a 50-line phone bank contributed by
Blue Cross/Blue Shield. Other companies
have offered support and expertise, usually
because someone who works there has asked.
Some communities get corporations to
match what individuals give.

Yet, the focus remains small. The idea still
is to ask for only a dollar, only a can of food.
If the amount collected is only about what it
takes to pay for a 30-second commercial in
the televised football game that day, it is
still a monumental blessing for the charities
chosen to receive that bounty.

With the phenomenal growth of the Souper
Bowl, its original organizers have insisted on
maintaining the grassroots character. ‘‘We
believe the idea is a gift from God,’’ Brad
Smith says. ‘‘It is our task to be good stew-
ards of it.’’

f

RIGHT TO ORGANIZE

HON. DAVID E. BONIOR
OF MICHIGAN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, June 13, 2001

Mr. BONIOR. Mr. Speaker, The Right to Or-
ganize is a fundamental right—workers fought,
bled and even died for this right.

Workers organize because they want to en-
sure that their labor is valued . . . they want
a voice at work.

About four years ago, we began working
with the AFL–CIO to lend our voices as Mem-
bers of Congress . . . to help build coalitions
with workers as they try to organize.

As elected officials, we can join with clergy
and other community leaders to ensure that
workers have the freedom to choose to join a
union.

That’s what the 7 Days in June are all
about.

We are here today to join the chorus of
voices that says: ‘Employer interference with
workers’ choices is unacceptable.’

This year’s 7 Days in June . . . 9th through
16th . . . promises to be even bigger than last
year when more than 12,000 workers, commu-
nity leaders and elected officials participated in
more than 120 events in 100 cities.

The participation in these events by Mem-
bers of Congress is important—when we lend
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